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While many nongovernmental organiza-

tions employ grant application experts, 
church-based agencies have tended to regard 
such functions as wasteful of donor money. 

Munene said when the churches do not get 
Global Fund money it weakens the fight 
against AIDS among some of the poorest Af-
ricans. A lack of international and Kenyan- 
government funding has forced mission hos-
pitals, clinics and dispensaries to charge 
some of the poorest people in Kenya for 
AIDS treatment and services, while rel-
atively well-off people in the cities are ac-
cessing free services. 

Munene said when church agencies charge 
for health care it ‘‘means some of the poor 
cannot access services, since there are no 
government facilities in those rural areas.’’ 

The 6 percent of Global Fund money going 
to faith-based organizations translates into 
$325 million spread over five years in dozens 
of countries. The Global Fund recognizes the 
number is too low, said spokesman Oliver 
Sabot. 

‘‘Given the essential role that they play in 
health care in many countries, particularly 
in Africa, we would like to see the amount of 
funding to FBOs (faith-based organizations) 
increase,’’ Sabot said. 

Part of the problem has been that churches 
have not done enough to fulfill conditions 
that might be expected from major inter-
national funders, such as making detailed 
applications for funding and monitoring ex-
penditures to the satisfaction of donors, said 
Father Robert Vitillo of Caritas 
Internationalis, the Vatican’s most promi-
nent adviser on HIV/AIDS policy. 

‘‘Each of these funding mechanisms comes 
with its own set of challenges for (faith- 
based organizations), which are more expert 
in providing support, care, treatment and 
prevention education than in completing 
such complicated funding applications and 
then in monitoring and reporting on the 
funds received,’’ said Father Vitillo. 

Even if it is a lot of red tape, church orga-
nizations have to be willing to fight through 
it in order to continue delivering effective 
AIDS prevention and care, said Father Phil-
lips. But the Global Fund also has a respon-
sibility to help churches through the red 
tape, he said. 

‘‘The churches have to get more 
proactive,’’ said Father Phillips. Sabot said 
the Global Fund has taken steps to ensure 
that faith-based organizations are able to 
apply for money. But by relying on coun-
tries’ coordinating agencies or mechanisms, 
the Global Fund has become subject to the 
politics of Africa. 

‘‘This hands-off approach does mean that 
bias at the country level is sometimes re-
flected,’’ said Sabot. He said sometimes 
faith-based groups are excluded from country 
proposals ‘‘either because of deliberate ef-
forts by the government or other groups, or 
simply because they are less experienced 
with applying for international aid funding, 
and not enough outreach and support was 
provided to them’’ by country coordinating 
agencies. 

‘‘We have taken steps to help correct both 
these problems, but there is still more to be 
done,’’ Sabot said. 

Father Phillips said more than bureau-
cratic bias is involved in shutting churches 
out of national applications to the Global 
Fund. 

‘‘The church was considered in some of 
these countries to be the opposition to the 
government,’’ he said. ‘‘Naturally, if they 
are considered to be opposition, well, they’re 
(government mechanisms) going to make 
sure they’re not going to target a lot of 
money’’ for the church. 

Father Phillips said African bishops must 
get tough and vocal about demanding that 

they be represented fairly in national appli-
cations to the Global Fund, but Munene said 
the churches may be talking to a brick wall 
when they demand fair representation. 

‘‘The Kenyan bishops have made frantic ef-
forts to meet the minister of health on sev-
eral occasions, and even his excellency, the 
president. And promises were given, but to 
date the pledges have not been fulfilled,’’ 
Munene said. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR), a valuable member 
of the full committee, an alumnus of 
the Peace Corps and an advocate for so 
many parts of this bill. He was a real 
partner in helping us craft this great 
bill. 

Mr. FARR. Thank you, Madam 
Chairman, for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port and with a congratulatory note to 
Chairwoman NITA LOWEY for her bold 
leadership on this bill, and also to the 
ranking member, FRANK WOLf. 

I am particularly proud of the fact 
that the committee, for the first time 
in many, many years, fully funded the 
Peace Corps. As a returned Peace Corps 
volunteer, a volunteer that served in 
Colombia, I am also a strong supporter 
of that country and the programs we 
are doing there. I want to thank the 
committee for rebalancing the United 
States-Colombia policy in the Andean 
Initiative. 

I believe Colombia is a country of 
enormous potential. But Colombia’s 
full potential as a democratic nation is 
not being realized because of its coca 
production. The Colombia that I know 
and loved as a Peace Corps volunteer is 
often not seen through the debate of 
the coca problems. 

Eighty percent of the U.S. assistance 
has been allocated on military assist-
ance and aerial fumigation, yet 80 per-
cent of rural Colombians still live 
below the poverty line. Let me say that 
again. Eighty percent of the rural Co-
lombians still live below the poverty 
line. 

Tragically, after 7 years and $4 bil-
lion-plus in U.S. assistance, it is over-
whelmingly apparent that we must 
change our course in this country. 
Imagine if 80 percent of rural Ameri-
cans lived below the poverty line. 
There would be riots in the streets, and 
every farmer would be growing coca in 
their backyards to feed their families. 

Folks, we need to wake up and smell 
the coffee, preferably Colombian coffee. 
It is the poverty in Colombia that 
breeds the problems. Coca is a symp-
tom. 

The bill realigns Colombia-U.S. as-
sistance so that 45 percent is allocated 
to economic and alternative develop-
ment, which enables campesinos to 
grow crops like coffee, tropical fruits 
and chocolate that command better 
market prices so they can feed their 
families. 

Why does this matter to you? Be-
cause stemming Colombia coca produc-
tion stops the flow of drugs to Main 
Street USA. 

Yesterday in El Tiempo, a Colombian 
newspaper equivalent to the New York 
Times, in an editorial stated ‘‘Alter-
native development should stop being a 
little sister charity case to the anti-
drug strategy, and a substantial part of 
the assistance should go to rural devel-
opment.’’ This committee does that, 
and I commend them. 

I hope soon that the State Depart-
ment will comply with U.S. policy and 
force contractors to reach benchmarks 
when they must transfer their counter-
narcotic programs to Colombians to 
run. 

I must urge my colleagues to support 
the Foreign Operations bill. Help Co-
lombia realize its potential to elimi-
nate the root causes of the culture of 
poverty. Support these increased funds 
for economic and alternative develop-
ment. 

b 1915 
Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I want 

to thank Mr. WOLF, my ranking mem-
ber, again. I do believe that we have 
created a good, strong bipartisan bill. I 
appreciated the comments on both 
sides of the aisle. Although there may 
be some differences, I know that when 
the amendments are presented, these 
differences will be apparent. 

I do hope in the final analysis, as a 
result again of both Republican and 
Democratic members of the com-
mittee, this bill passes. This is a good, 
strong bill, and it is so needed by the 
people of this world. I know that both 
my ranking member and all the mem-
bers of the committee and myself un-
derstand the important responsibility 
we have in this committee, and I look 
forward to passing this bill tomorrow 
with a good, strong vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. 
CLARKE) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2764) making appropriations for 
the Department of State, foreign oper-
ations, and related programs for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2771, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2007 
Ms. SUTTON, from the Committee on 

Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 110–201) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 502) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2771) making appropria-
tions for the Legislative Branch for the 
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, 
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

RENAMING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
THE NAVY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, as of today, H.R. 346, 
my legislation to redesignate the De-
partment of the Navy as the Depart-
ment of the Navy and Marine Corps has 
60 cosponsors. Although the language 
of this bill has already been passed by 
the full House last month as part of the 
Defense authorization bill, I want to 
encourage my colleagues on the floor 
of the House to join in cosponsoring 
this legislation. When the 2008 National 
Defense Authorization Act goes to con-
ference in the fall, a large number of 
cosponsors of H.R. 346 will show the 
Senate the House strongly supports 
this change in name. 

This is the sixth year in a row that 
the House has voted to support this 
change. This year, I hope the Senate 
will support the House position and 
join in bringing the proper respect to 
the fighting team of the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps. I am thankful to the Senate 
Armed Services Committee chairman, 
Carl Levin, who has said publicly that 
he will ‘‘keep an open mind’’ on this 
issue. 

Changing the name of the Depart-
ment of the Navy to the Department of 
the Navy and Marine Corps is a sym-
bolic gesture, but it is important to the 
team. This change is about recognizing 
the true meaning of the department. 
The Marines do not serve beneath the 
Navy. They are co-equal partners. 

Madam Speaker, there is no cost to 
this change. It is the right thing to do 
for the Marine Corps and the Navy. 
This legislation has received the sup-
port of numerous military leaders in 
both the Navy and the Marine Corps. 

Madam Speaker, let me quote the 
Honorable Wade Sanders, Deputy As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy for Re-
serve Affairs during the years of 1993 
and 1998, who voiced his support for the 
change. I quote the Honorable Wade 
Sanders: ‘‘As a combat veteran and for-
mal Naval officer, I understand the im-
portance of the team dynamic and the 
importance of recognizing the con-
tributions of team components. The 
Navy and Marine Corps team is just 
that, a dynamic partnership, and it is 
important to symbolically recognize 
the balance of that partnership.’’ 

I further would like to quote General 
Carl Mundy, the 30th Commandant of 
the Marine Corps. He stated, ‘‘I believe 
the changes you propose will do much 
to clarify the relationship, responsi-
bility and functions of the appointed 
civilian authority over the United 
States naval services. I believe that 
any Secretary, present, past, or future, 
will be proud to bear the title ‘Marine,’ 
as well as ‘Navy.’ ’’ 

Madam Speaker, I have beside me, 
and I would read very carefully, ‘‘The 
President of the United States takes 
pleasure in presenting this Silver Star 
posthumously to Sergeant Michael 
Bitz, United States Marine Corps.’’ 

Madam Speaker, the reason this is 
important, this Marine gave his life for 
his country. He left a wife and three 
children, twins hat he never saw that 
were born after he was deployed to 
Iraq. And yet, as you can see in these 
orders for the Silver Star, there is the 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, 
D.C., and the zip code and Navy flag. 
There is nothing in the heading that 
says ‘‘Marine.’’ 

Madam Speaker, what this bill will 
do, if the President should sign it, is to 
say that this Marine who died for this 
country, that the orders for the Silver 
Star clearly state the team’s name. 
The name of the team is the Depart-
ment of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

But what the heading would say in 
this order for the Silver Star is the 
Secretary of the Navy and Marine 
Corps, Washington, D.C., with the flag 
of the Marine Corps and the flag of the 
Navy. 

Madam Speaker, I hope that my col-
leagues in the House this year will join 
me, and let’s get over 150, maybe 200 of 
my colleagues in both parties, to sign 
this legislation so we can say to the 
Senate in the fall of this year, it is 
time that the Marine Corps be recog-
nized as an equal to the Navy. They 
both are equal in the services, and it is 
time that the Department of the Navy 
carry the name Marine Corps. 

Madam Speaker, I ask God to please 
bless our men and women in uniform, 
and may God continue to bless Amer-
ica. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WATERS addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO W. HORACE 
CARTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. MCIN-
TYRE) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCINTYRE. Madam Speaker, on 
April 15, 1947, Jackie Robinson took 
the field as a member of the Brooklyn 
Dodgers baseball team and broke the 
color barrier as the first African Amer-

ican to play in the major leagues. His 
courage, determination and integrity 
have served as an inspiration to gen-
erations, and opened the door to thou-
sands to play our national pastime. 
Rightly, our Nation stopped recently 
to celebrate the 60th anniversary of 
this historic milestone. 

However, as many of us know, the 
practice of discrimination and racism 
continued for many years, unfortu-
nately, even after Mr. Robinson’s his-
toric first game. Indeed, there were 
other courageous individuals who 
joined in the fight for equality and jus-
tice for all. 

One such man was W. Horace Carter 
of Tabor City, North Carolina. On a 
July night in 1950, thick with the heat 
and humidity of the deep south, Horace 
Carter watched as Ku Klux Klansmen 
made their violent way through his 
hometown of Tabor City, North Caro-
lina. One hundred Klansmen in 29 cars 
robbed and terrorized this small com-
munity of farmers and merchants with 
threats and racism. 

Although just 29 years old at the 
time and the new publisher, editor and 
newsman for the Tabor City Tribune, 
Mr. Carter knew this was his moment 
of decision. He wrote, ‘‘I searched my 
soul that evening and on into the next 
week. Was it worth sacrificing our hap-
piness, shattering the tranquil life of 
running a little newspaper in a small 
town, taking part in Red Cross drives, 
church covered-dish suppers and an-
nual yam festival promotion, just be-
cause I believed in a principle? Was it 
worth the risk that the print shop 
might be burned, our home dynamited? 
I could be dragged from our house with 
the frantic screams of my family ring-
ing in my ears. I might suffer a brutal 
lashing by a band of masked hoodlums 
or even death if I dared to oppose them. 
Is it the time to stand up for prin-
ciples, even before I am fully aware of 
what this Klan proposes,’’ he wrote. 

‘‘I didn’t want to sound pious or self- 
righteous,’’ he said, ‘‘but I reasoned 
that if I were ever to campaign against 
this Klan reorganization, I should do it 
from its inception. That was now. I sat 
down at my used $15 Royal typewriter 
with my experienced hunt-and-peck 
typing skill and I wrote an editorial.’’ 

Thus began a 3-year crusade Horace 
Carter took against the Klan in the 
editorial pages of this small, south-
eastern North Carolina newspaper. Mr. 
Carter’s courage, determination and 
words helped in the convictions and 
prison time for Ku Klux Klansmen. 
From his doing the right thing, Mr. 
Carter catapulted the Tabor City Trib-
une into national prominence, which 
received the Pulitzer Prize for Meri-
torious Community Service, the most 
prestigious of the Pulitzers. 

Madam Speaker, Jackie Robinson 
once said, ‘‘A life is not important ex-
cept in the impact it has on others’ 
lives.’’ 

Well, Mr. Carter’s life has continued 
to be one of honor, leadership and serv-
ice. And although Mr. Robinson didn’t 
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